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 Introduction 
The political psychology as an independent branch of psychology gained recognition quite 
late but it was a subject matter of social sciences, i.e. political science, psychology and sociology 
from long back. Political psychology was born in the year 1930 with the publication of 
“Psychology and Politics” by Lasswell. Through out of his life Lasswell tried to reveal the 
relationship between Psychology and Politics. Though the idea was developed by Lasswell are no 
more acceptable but his writings paid the way to become political psychology as a field of 
psychology.  
Since psychology is the study of the behaviour of living organisms, political psychology is 
the study of political behaviour, political psychologist are most interested   in homo-sapiens, 
especially those who play political roles or are political actors. With the exception of radical 
behaviourist like skinner, psychologists accept the S.O.R. paradigm, viz., behaviour is the out-
come of stimulus impinging upon an organism. Presently the paradigm has been enriched with the 
addition of the phenomena of feed-back, which means that the response in turn affects the 
stimulus and organism. In other words the relationship between S-O-R is not liner, but circular. 
         The study of political behaviour is common to behavioural political science, psychology and 
(political) sociology. But while in traditional political science, the explanation of political 
behaviour is sought in terms of its own disciplinary concepts like political institutions, processes 
or norms, the explanation of political behaviour in political sociology is attempted in terms of the 
basic concepts of sociology like class or social strata, and the explanation of political behaviour in 
psychology is presented in terms of the key concepts of psychology like learning motivation, and 
perception , the explanation of political behaviour in political psychology is attempted in terms of 
variables from all three disciplines by relating it to organismic variables, proximal and distal 
environmental variables in the S-O-R formula. 
Agencies of Political Socialization 
1. Family: The family, school, peer groups, secondary groups like occupational or 
professional associations, political parties, religious organisations and mass media are 
the principal agents of political socialisation. Key also holds that family experience 
shapes a child’s adult political behaviour. 
2. School: One does not choose one’s parents or family, parents choose the child’s 
school, and spent money for schooling. The school is a formal institution established 
either by state or by private management. Children spent considerable time in school 
daily and over years. School provides for civics courses to develop political attitudes 
and orientations. They are meant to instruct the young and sometimes instruct them in 
political values. They aim to produce children with attitudes and dispositions that 
would support the society. They teach and reinforce attitudes towards law, 
Government, Citizenship in both direct and indirect ways. The climate of the school 
itself contributes to political socialisation. 
3. Peers: Childhood playgroups friendships cliques, small-work groups, brothers and 
sisters and cousins etc. are the most common types of peer groups. Like school, 
joining in peer group is voluntary. Peer group helps the child in adjustment to school 
life. The dominance of few members of a peer group provides for political 
socialisation of individual; the authoritarian attitudes of some member’s leads to the 
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acceptance of standards practiced by them, and the incoming members learn to 
conform these standards. Democratic relationships among peers are more conductive 
to political socialisation. Peer groups make up for what is not given in the family or 
school. 
4. Secondary Groups: Like occupational, professional, political, religious associations 
influence political socialisation both directly and indirectly. They promote conformity 
behaviour and deviance is avoided due to fear of social ostracism. Participation in 
strikes, demonstrations, and other union activities provides fresh skills to the 
individual. Where an individual belongs to several secondary groups, he may be 
exposed to different political views, leading to a conflict situation. The extent of an 
individual’s socialisation process depends on the extent to which he subscribes to the 
groups values and attitudes.  
5. Media and Events: In view of the wide exposure to mass media in the present day 
industrialised society, then media may appear to be prime socializing agency. But this 
is not so.  The media instead of changing people’s attitudes seem primarily to reinforce 
attitudes formed elsewhere. An enhancement in the sophisticated use of mass media, it 
is suggested, may erode rather than add to people’s political understanding 
 
Review of Indian Studies 
Ghosh (1974) studied the development of social identity in Indian children. Sushma 
Washington (1984) studied the political socialisation of Indian children. On the Indian scene, the 
differences in R and T (R=Radicalism & T= Tender mindedness) factors of members belonging to 
four major political parties have been investigated ( Bhushan, 1968). The subjects were 38 
communist, 42 congressmen, 41 Jana sanghies and 44 Samyukta Socialists, all males, 5.9 to 7.5 
years of party sending, 33.4 to 37.1 years in age, and 14.1 to 15.5 years educated. It was found 
that the communist party members were the most radical, and the Jana Sanghis the least radical, 
with the congresses and the Samyukta Socialists ooccupying middle ranks. On the T- factor, the 
Jana Sanghis were found to be more tender minded, with the other two party members occupying 
middle positions. The data on SD’s were more revealing. The SD’s were high for both Congresses 
and Samyukta Socialists, suggesting that they lack unity of purpose. The maximum number of 
defections from this parties confirm the suggestion. 
Extend of authoritarianism in members of various Indian national parties was also investigated 
(Bhushan, 1969). A Hindi version of the F-scale was administered to 160 members of CPI, 
Congress, JS and PSP (40 of each). Subjects were drawn from two districts of Bihar, were males 
with a mean age of 38.04 years, education 14.20 years, and duration of party membership 12.34 
years. Jan-Sanghis were found to be the most authoritarian and the CPI members the least 
authoritarian, with the Congresses and PSP members in, between. The difference between the F 
scores of JS and CPI, CPI and PSP and CPI and Congress was found to be highly significant, but 
the difference in the scores of JS and Congress, and Congress and PSP was insignificant.    
The study confirms the view that F- scale is a measure of right authoritarianism, and also the 
finding that JS and CPI are more compact ideologically than Congress or PSP. The congress 
should be as right authoritarian as JS in truly revealing.  
Problems: Review of previous studies in the field of Political Psychology reveals that although  
the area has been subjected to investigation to a great extent a number of problem skill exist, 
which need further experimentation and clarification. Personality of political leaders of different 
political parties in an area, which has been explored by only a few psychologist (Paul Sniderman, 
1976; Jeanne Knutson, 1974; Constantini and Clark, 1972; and Jeanne Kirkatrick, 1974). On the 
Indian scene Bhusan (1968, 1969) studied in the differences in the radicalism (R) and tender 
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mindedness (T) of four major political parties, i.e., Communists, Congressmen, Janasanghis and 
Samyukta Socialist. Bhusan (1969) also studied authoritarianism in the members of CPI, 
Congress, Janasangh and Praja Socialist Party (PSP). Both the studies in India were done quite 
long back.  Since then nobody has attempted to investigate the other personality factors like 
anxiety, hostility, Insecurity of different political parties and their leaders within this general 
framework, an attempt will be made to answer the following questions: 
1. Do the political leaders of different categories of political parties differ in anxiety, 
insecurity, hostility and attitude? 
2. Do the political leaders with different levels of leadership differ in anxiety, 
insecurity, hostility and attitude? 
3. Do the political leaders with different age differ in anxiety, insecurity, hostility and 
attitude?    
4. Do the Bihari political leaders of different categories of political parties, different 
levels of leadership and different age differ in anxiety, insecurity, hostility and 
attitude of Assamese political leaders? 
Hypotheses: Three major hypotheses related to main effects, three hypotheses related to first 
order interaction and one hypotheses related to second order interaction effects were tested.    
Major Hypotheses: 
1. . There will be significant difference in anxiety, insecurity, hostility and attitude of 
political leaders of Bihar and Assam representing three different categories of 
political party 
2. There will be significant difference in anxiety, insecurity, hostility and attitude of 
political leaders of Bihar and Assam representing different levels of leadership. 
3. There will be significant difference in anxiety, insecurity, hostility and attitude of 
political leaders of Bihar and Assam representing different age levels. 
Hypothesis Related to Interaction Effects: 
1. There will be significant interaction between leaders of three categories of political 
parties and level of leadership. 
2. The first independent variable, leaders of three categories of political parties will 
interact significantly with the age of political leaders. 
3. The variable level of political leadership will interact significantly with the age of 
political leaders. 
4. There will be significant interaction between categories of political parties, level of 
leadership and age of the political leaders.   
Method:   
Experimental Design: A between groups factorial design of 3x3x2 with 18 cells each for 
both states will be used in this study. There will be three independent variables, i.e., 
categories of political parties, level of leadership, and age of the leaders.  The first factor 
of interest is categories of political parties and it will be varied at three levels viz. Rightist, 
Centralist and Leftist party. The second variable is level of leadership. It will also be 
varied at two levels viz. below District level and State level and above. The third variable 
is the age of the leaders. It will be varied at three levels viz. young leaders (25-45 years), 
old leaders (46-60 years) and very old leaders (61-75 years). 
 
Subject:  For the present investigation, 180 leaders representing 18 cells (10 leaders in 
each cell) will be selected in each state. There will be 60 leaders from rightist, 60 leaders 
from centralist and 60 leaders from leftist party in Bihar and Assam. There will be 
significant difference in anxiety, insecurity, hostility and attitude of political leaders of 
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Bihar and Assam representing three different categories of political party. Each group of 
60 leaders will consist of 30 leaders from below district level and 30 leaders from state 
level leadership. Each sub-group of 30 leaders representing a particular party and 
particular level of leadership will include 10 young leaders (25-45 years),10 old leaders 
(46-60 years) and 10 very old leaders (61-75 years). 
             
Materials: The materials used to carry out the research work are -   
1. Personal Data Sheet. 
2. Anxiety scale for measuring the degree of anxiety. 
3. Insecurity scale for measuring the insecurity level. 
4. Hostility scale for measuring the degree of Hostile tendency. 
5. Attitude scale for measuring the attitudes of leaders towards public and authority. 
Procedure: Total 400 samples were collected by administering the above scales during the year 
2004 -2006. Total 360 samples are randomly taken for analysis, out of which 180 samples were 
from Assam and rest180 sample of political leaders were from Bihar.   
Results  
The responses obtained on anxiety, insecurity, hostility and attitude quantified to investigate the 
effects of political party, level of leadership, and age of leaders. Data obtained analysed by using 
ANOVA followed by t-test. The following obtained results interpreted in the light of theoretical 
framework:- 
The central party of Bihar and Assam were more anxious than other parties. 
1. The rightist and leftist party of Bihari leaders were more anxious than the 
Assamese leaders. 
2. The rightist and leftist party of Bihari leaders were significantly more insecure 
than the Assamese leaders. 
3. All the three political parties of Assam were significantly more hostile than the 
Bihari leaders. 
4. In Bihar the Centralist party was more hostile than other parties. 
5. Bihari central party had favourable attitude while in Assam the rightist party had 
more favourable attitude. 
6. In both the states the age as effective factors for increasing the anxiety level of 
leaders. 
7. In Bihari leaders there are negative relationship between age and insecurity while 
in Assamese leaders are relation is positive. 
8. In Assam age is not effective factor for hostility but in Bihar as age increases the 
hostility level decreases. 
9. In Bihar there is positive relation between age and attitude i.e. as age increases the 
favourable attitude also increases. 
10. Anxiety and attitude were not affected by leadership level, but hostility and 
insecurity are affected by leadership level in both the states. 
 
Discussion and Conclusion 
The relation among the personality factors with the party of leaders, age of the leaders and level 
of the leaders are the neglected field of social psychology in India. Therefore, the study provides 
excellent evidence for the postulates that anxiety, insecurity, hostility and attitudes are affected by 
political ideology, age and level of leadership. 
         The present study provides sufficient evidence for the role of political ideology and age of 
the leaders, either they belong to district or state level. In the present study it was found that the 
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central party of Bihar was more anxious than the other parties. Similarly it is obvious that 
centralist party of Assam were more anxious than the rightist and leftist party. But when we 
compare the anxiety scores of the leaders of Bihar and Assam it was found that it all the three 
parties, the Bihari leaders were more anxious than their counter part.  
       The anxiety level of rightist party and leftist party of Bihar leaders were significantly higher 
than the Assam leaders. So far the insecurity is concerned it was found that in comparison of 
centralist, the leftist and rightist party of Bihar were significantly more insecured than the 
Assamese leaders. In hostility aspect in Bihar the leftist party was significantly more hostile than 
the rightist party. In Assam it was found  that the central party was significantly more hostile then 
that of leftist and rightist party. But when it was compared with Bihari and Assamese leader 
parties, all the three parties of Assam were significantly more hostile than the Bihari leader party. 
So far the attitudes are concerned with regard to parties it was found that Bihari central party 
significantly had favourable  attitudes in comparison of leftist and rightist in which rightist party 
had significantly more positive attitudes than the Assamese leftist party had significantly more 
positive attitudes than the centralist party. Although when we compare with Bihari and Assamese 
party it was found the all the parties attitudes of Bihar except leftist were more positive than the 
Assamese party. The Assamese leftist party had significantly more positive attitudes in 
comparison of Bihari leftist party.  
        Age is also effective factor for the personality dimension of the leaders of Bihar and Assam 
both. We found that as age increases the anxiety level decreases in both the states leaders. But 
comparatively Bihari leaders were more anxious than the Assamese leaders except the very old 
leaders. About insecurity factor as age increases insecurity level decreases in Bihari leaders, but 
Assamese leaders, as age increases the insecurity level also increases. It was also found that 
young Bihari leaders were significantly more insecured than the young Assamese leaders, but in 
case of very old leaders the result is reversed i.e., Assamese leader were significantly more 
insecured than that of Bihari leaders.  
        In case of hostility Assamese leaders in all the three-age level they are more hostile in 
comparison of Bihari leaders and as the age increase they become less hostile. So far the attitude 
is concerned it was found that in Bihar as the age increases, the attitude towards favorableness 
also increases but in Assam the young leaders, the trend is same as Bihar but in very old leader it 
was not like that. The mean attitude score was much lower than the young and old leaders.  
       In the present study it was found that the anxiety and attitude were not affected by leadership 
level, but insecurity was affected. It is also found that Bihari leaders significantly were more 
insecured than that of Assamese leaders, but in both the states, the state level leaders were more 
insecured than the district level leaders. Similar is the case with the hostility, the leaders of state 
level of Bihar and Assam were less hostile than the district level leaders. So, the trend in both the 
states was same but when it was compared with state-wise, it was found that Bihari leaders at 
both levels (state &district) significantly less hostile than Assamese leaders.   
            The findings of the study constitute an addition to the existing scientific knowledge about 
anxiety, insecurity, hostility and attitudes. It is hoped that it would be fruitful for the researchers 
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